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Terrorism is terrorism, and those of 

us who think that terrorism is only 
over there are certainly kidding them-
selves. Terrorism is everywhere, and 
the only way to stomp out terrorism is 
to show a resolve and to get the job 
done by defeating terrorists. That is 
precisely what Israel is trying to do. 

Let us remember who started this 
war. Israel pulled out of Lebanon 6 
years ago, so there is no pretext of any 
occupation. There is no pretext of any-
thing other than the fact that terror-
ists would like to destroy democratic 
societies such as Israel, and Israel re-
mains the only democracy in the Mid-
dle East. 

These terrorists want to destroy the 
democratic way of life, not only in 
Israel, but in America and all other de-
mocracies of the world. That is why 
Israel’s fight is the fight of all decent 
nations, including the United States of 
America. 

These terrorists want to destroy life. 
Israel is standing up to them and say-
ing enough is enough. We should let 
Israel finish the job. 

Israel wants to knock out the ter-
rorist group Hezbollah for good, so 
they can never return to south Leb-
anon and threaten Israel’s commu-
nities from the south of Lebanon on 
the northern border with Israel. We 
should let them do that because the 
status quo is not acceptable. We have 
already heard words from the 
naysayers telling Israel to use re-
straint. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t believe that we 
can use restraint, or that Israel can use 
restraint, or that any country can use 
restraint towards terrorists that are 
out to kill them and us. We should let 
Israel finish the job. 

Let us remember how this started. 
The terrorists came down from Leb-
anon, raided Israel, went on Israeli ter-
ritory, killed Israeli soldiers, captured 
a couple of them, took them across the 
border. That is how it started. 

Imagine if this had happened to us, if 
someone came from the Mexican bor-
der or the Canadian border, attacked 
U.S. soldiers on U.S. soil, killed some 
of them and then took them back over 
the border. 

Mr. Speaker, we would be just as out-
raged, and we would have every right 
to go after those terrorists. That is 
what Israel is going to do. 

Hezbollah is a terrorist organization. 
It is fighting a proxy war for Iran and 
Syria. Iran and Syria lurk behind this. 
Iran and Syria are the biggest sup-
porters of terrorism. 

A couple of years ago, this Congress 
passed and the President signed the 
Syria Accountability and Lebanese 
Sovereignty Restoration Act. I wrote 
that act. I was the lead sponsor of that 
act, along with my good friend, Con-
gresswoman ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN. 
That act slapped sanctions on Syria for 
the first time in history. 

President Bush has only imple-
mented some of the sanctions in that 
act, and I call on the President to now 

implement all of the sanctions on the 
act. Now is the time. Now we have to 
show Syria and other countries that 
support terrorists that we are resolved 
to defeat terrorism. 

I was very happy when the United 
States vetoed the one-sided resolution 
at the United Nations, once again con-
demning Israel, once again discrediting 
the United Nations. The United States 
needs to be steadfast in support, and 
this Congress needs to do so as well. 

So in conclusion, let me say I look 
forward to a resolution later on in this 
week. The United States needs to stand 
by its friend, Israel, and Israel needs to 
stand by its friend, the United States, 
and all peace-loving and democratic 
nations in the world ought to stand 
shoulder to shoulder firmly against 
terrorism. Because if terrorism is not 
contained in one area of the world, it 
surely will come to every other area of 
the world. 

f 

THE U.S.-OMAN FREE TRADE 
AGREEMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. ENGLISH) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, tonight we rise at a time 
when people all over the world are 
watching the Middle East, are watch-
ing the bombs that have lit up both 
Israel and Lebanon, are watching the 
troop movements and are hoping ear-
nestly for peace. 

b 2015 
Certainly the support of Israel is 

going to be loudly and consistently ar-
ticulated in this Chamber this week, 
but we also have an opportunity to do 
something substantive, to improve our 
engagement with the Middle East in 
the coming week. 

This week, we have an opportunity to 
vote on a substantive agreement which 
will bring one of the nations of the 
Middle East closer to the United 
States, promote economic opportunity 
and integration in the region, and lay 
the groundwork, in my view, for closer 
ties between the United States and 
some of our key partners in the Middle 
East and one in particular. 

With that in mind, Mr. Speaker, I 
rise tonight as cochairman of the Mid-
dle East Economic Partnership Caucus, 
and I expect to be joined by a couple of 
my other cochairmen, to talk tonight 
about the benefits of the U.S.-Oman 
Free Trade Agreement, which we ex-
pect to be voted on in the House this 
week. 

At a time when there is great insta-
bility in the Middle East, at a time 
when we are concerned on how the Mid-
dle East affects our homeland security, 
at a time when we want to do some-
thing positive to create economic op-
portunities in a region where the lack 
of them has spawned terrorism, this is 
a small, but important, opportunity. 

The Middle East, we believe, is in-
creasingly becoming economically in-
tegrated with the West, and if we want 
to fight the root causes of terrorism, 
we should be encouraging that. It is 
critical that now, more than ever, we 
encourage this integration to promote 
closer ties, democracy and social liber-
alization through a process of eco-
nomic interaction and close coopera-
tion. 

In recent years, America’s dialogue 
in the Middle East has been deepened 
by the addition of bilateral and, ulti-
mately, strongly bipartisan free trade 
agreements, first with Israel, then with 
Jordan, then with Morocco and, most 
recently, with Bahrain. 

The U.S.-Oman FTA, slated for a 
vote in the House Chamber this Thurs-
day, largely builds off of the successful 
model that was set by the U.S.-Bahrain 
FTA, further supporting openness and 
stronger ties between the U.S. and the 
Middle East and the Maghreb regions. 

Over the past year, Oman has clearly 
demonstrated a powerful commitment 
to this agreement and closer relations 
with the West, both in terms of its po-
litical will and institutional resources, 
making significant strides in improv-
ing its labor practices and opening its 
markets and being accountable for in-
tellectual property issues and cracking 
down on intellectual property viola-
tions. 

In numerous communications with 
our U.S. trade Representative, Omani 
leaders have promised to take a num-
ber of concrete steps by October 31, 
2006, to build on the strong labor re-
forms already implemented, and in my 
view, as a member of the Trade Sub-
committee who has closely followed 
this process, Oman has come further 
than virtually any other country we 
have ever engaged in this manner in 
dealing with core labor issues. Their 
commitment shows Oman’s determina-
tion to address all concerns, while re-
specting the rule of law and its legisla-
tive processes. 

In addition, all of these commit-
ments are fully verifiable because 
Oman has agreed to have all of them 
reviewed under the FTA’s labor con-
sultation mechanism. The U.S.-Oman 
Free Trade Agreement provides one of 
the highest degrees of market access of 
any U.S. free trade agreement to date 
and accounts for a substantial market 
access across Oman’s entire services re-
gime. 

This agreement will make 100 percent 
of U.S. imports and exports and con-
sumer and industrial goods duty free 
on the day the agreement enters into 
force. It also provides duty free treat-
ment to 87 percent of our agricultural 
exports from day one. In terms of being 
accountable for intellectual property 
rights violations, Oman has agreed to 
criminal standards for copyright in-
fringement and stronger remedies and 
penalties. It will increase criminal and 
civil protection against unlawful en-
coding of satellite TV signals and crim-
inalize end-use piracy, providing strong 
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deterrence against piracy and counter-
feiting. 

This is just a small sample of some of 
the benefits of the U.S.-Oman FTA, and 
this agreement is far more important 
than the small market that Oman 
would suggest. 

We recognize that Oman is a small 
place. It is probably the equivalent, in 
terms of purchasing power com-
parability, of entering into a free trade 
agreement with our own North Dakota, 
but it is extremely significant because 
it is a part of a much larger Middle 
East puzzle. It is part of a region that 
we expect, in coming years, to build 
much closer ties with, and the Oman 
agreement, as it has been laid out and 
as their government has agreed to em-
brace, is a very strong model for going 
forward with future agreements in this 
region. 

The U.S.-Oman FTA is, after all, a 
comprehensive and high-standard 
agreement. High standards are pro-
vided for including comprehensive pro-
tection for intellectual property rights, 
government procurement trans-
parency, and trade facilitation. Devel-
oping a high-quality FTA with Oman 
will establish a high standard for all of 
the other Gulf Cooperation Council 
Members and set a very high standard 
for them to meet. 

Consequentially, the FTA represents 
a significant benefit to U.S. trade that 
extends well beyond those benefits that 
currently exist in Oman. The FTA es-
tablishes a secure, predictable, legal 
framework for U.S. investors in Oman 
and includes high-standard legal pro-
tection for their model on U.S. legal 
principles, such as substantive due 
process and the ability to comment on 
proposed laws and regulations. 

Mr. Speaker, the FTA also creates 
and expands opportunities for U.S. 
goods and services. This FTA will 
broaden and strengthen the bilateral, 
commercial relationship between the 
United States and Oman beyond the 
approximately $748 million generated 
in two-way trade during 2004. One hun-
dred percent of this bilateral trade in 
consumer and industrial products will 
become duty free under this agree-
ment. 

The U.S.-Oman FTA will build upon 
the trade and investment framework 
agreement signed between our two 
countries on July 7, 2004, and will spur 
continued growth of U.S. direct invest-
ment which in 2003 was $358 million, a 
substantial increase over the previous 
year. In addition, the FTA will in-
crease the competitiveness of U.S. ex-
porters and service providers in the 
Omani market, providing for an in-
creased market share for U.S. manufac-
turers and service providers. In 2004, 
U.S. goods exports were $330 million, 
up 2.3 percent from 2003. 

Oman, in my view, is a likely market 
for U.S. oil and gas equipment and 
services, transportation equipment, 
water and environmental technology, 
medical equipment, electrical and me-
chanical equipment, power generation 

and transmission equipment and serv-
ices, telecommunications equipment 
and services, franchising, and U.S. 
poultry and beef. In each of these 
areas, we potentially will get a leg up 
on our foreign competition. 

At the same time, Mr. Speaker, the 
FTA will encourage greater political 
and economic reforms. It is worth re-
membering that in 1997 Omani laws 
were enacted guaranteeing Omani 
women equal rights in both education 
and employment. Women have the 
right to vote and run for office in con-
sultation council elections, which are 
held every 4 years. 

In 1992, in an attempt to balance 
growth on its non-oil sector with con-
cern for its natural resources, Oman 
developed a national conservation 
strategy, which was subsequently ap-
proved by the Council of Ministers and 
spells out the need and procedures for 
incorporating environmental consider-
ations in the development plans. 

In 1994, Oman became a member of 
the International Labor Organization, 
the ILO, and has satisfied various 
labor-related accession requirements 
for membership to the WTO. 

In 2003, it is worth noting the govern-
ment adopted its first comprehensive 
labor law that allows workers the right 
of association and to pursue labor dis-
putes in court. That law abolished the 
1973 prohibition on the right to strike. 
This is a radical move in a part of the 
Arab world where labor rights is in-
creasingly an important movement. 

The U.S.-Oman FTA advances mod-
ernization programs, implemented by 
Sultan Qaboos. In accordance with its 
accession to the WTO in 2000, Oman an-
nounced its intention to eliminate 
mandatory shelf life standards for shelf 
stable foods and to adopt internation-
ally recognized CODEC standards for 
the labeling of prepackaged foods. 

Additionally, as part of its WTO ac-
cession, Oman has adopted derogations 
to the Gulf Cooperation Council patent 
law to comply with its obligations 
under the TRIPS agreement, and has 
committed itself to begin negotiations 
to join the WTO agreement on govern-
ment procurement. 

In 2004, Oman removed its temporary 
ban on imports of U.S. poultry and 
poultry products, moving ahead of 
some of our other trading partners. 

We need to recognize, Mr. Speaker, 
this agreement also provides support 
for an important strategic ally in the 
war on terrorism. This, I think, is as 
strong a reason to support this agree-
ment as any. 

The United States has maintained re-
lations with the sultanate since the 
early years of American independence, 
and that friendship has grown over 
time. Oman supported the 1979 Camp 
David Accords and was one of three 
Arab League states that did not break 
relations with Egypt after signing the 
Egyptian-Israeli Peace Treaty in 1979. 

In April of 1994, Oman hosted the ple-
nary meeting of the Water Working 
Group of the peace process, the first 
gulf state to do so. 

Oman occupies a strategic position 
on the Strait of Hormuz at the en-
trance to the Persian Gulf. Following 
the Iranian revolution and the Soviet 
invasion of Afghanistan, Oman was the 
very first of the gulf states to for-
malize defense ties with the U.S. Oman 
has been a party with the U.S. to a 
military cooperation agreement since 
1980, which was recently renewed in 
2000. May I say, Mr. Speaker, when I 
joined a delegation that went to Oman 
just a year ago, I was very impressed 
by the commitment of Sultan Qaboos, 
as he articulated it to us, to continue 
and to strengthen this relationship. 

It is worth noting that the Oman- 
U.S. Facilities Access Agreement has 
provided crucial support to the protec-
tion of Kuwaiti tankers in 1987. In 1988, 
during the Persian Gulf crisis, Oman 
assisted the U.N. coalition effort. Mili-
tary bases in Oman were used in 2001 by 
U.S. coalition forces involved in ground 
raids against both the Taliban and Af-
ghanistan and against Osama bin 
Laden. 

The U.S.-Oman FTA, in other words, 
in my view at least, is a key building 
block toward building a broader set of 
economic relationships in the Middle 
East that can encourage economic 
growth. It is consistent with the 9/11 
Commission’s observation and rec-
ommendation, and here I quote: ‘‘that 
the U.S. Government has announced 
the goal of working toward a Middle 
East trade area. A comprehensive U.S. 
strategy to counterterrorism should in-
clude economic policies that encourage 
development, more open societies and 
opportunities for people to improve the 
lives of their families and to enhance 
prospects for their children’s future.’’ 

This important statement by the 9/11 
Commission I think is consistent with 
moving forward this week to approve 
this Oman FTA. 

b 2030 

Mr. Speaker, in assessing the impact 
of the Oman FTA, I have done a lot of 
research and I have tried to, I think, 
come up with an honest assessment of 
how this free trade agreement will af-
fect our balance of trade. 

As the Speaker well knows, I have 
spoken here many times about my con-
cern about our large trade imbalance, 
about the fact that we are running a 
record trade deficit, and I am happy to 
say that my research suggests that the 
U.S.-Oman FTA will be a move in the 
right direction, if adopted. This FTA 
builds upon a well-established and re-
ceptive market for U.S. goods and serv-
ices. 

In 2005, U.S. exports were $593,000,000, 
up significantly from 2004. And again, I 
would note that 100 percent of bilateral 
trade in consumer and industrial prod-
ucts will become duty-free effective 
immediately on passage of this agree-
ment, creating a substantial market in 
that part of the Middle East for our ex-
ports beyond what we have already. 

Additionally, this FTA benefits key 
U.S. export and service sectors such as 
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the banking, securities, audio visual, 
express delivery, telecommunications, 
computer and related services, dis-
tribution, health care, insurance, con-
struction, architecture and engineering 
sectors. 

This agreement, as I have noted be-
fore, also contains tough intellectual 
property rights provisions to enforce 
strict antipiracy and counterfeiting 
laws. While we continue to call for an 
ambitious outcome of the negotiations 
of the WTO-Doha Development Round, 
we also recognize that it is important 
that we go forward with bilateral 
agreements such as the Oman agree-
ment. 

The passage of this FTA would send a 
strong signal to the world that the U.S. 
is going to continue to be a leader on 
trade policy, and that we were com-
mitted to opening a very important ad-
ditional beachhead in the Middle East. 

I think that when I talk to people in 
northwestern Pennsylvania, an area 
where we export a lot of manufactured 
goods, people want to know if this or 
any other new FTA has the potential 
to create future trade imbalances. I 
think it is particularly instructive that 
the U.S. International Trade Commis-
sion has done a study of the Oman 
FTA, and I would like to read from a 
part of the executive summary. 

The finding of the ITC was as follows: 
The U.S.-Oman FTA will likely have a 
small but positive impact on the U.S. 
economy. The benefits will likely be 
moderated by the relatively small size 
of Oman’s economy and Oman’s share 
of U.S. trade. Oman accounted for less 
than .5 percent of total U.S. goods 
trade in 2004. The trade and welfare ef-
fects of tariff elimination on trade and 
goods will likely be negligible, reflect-
ing not only the small volume of trade 
between the United States and Oman, 
but also the low tariffs on current bi-
lateral trade. Tariff liberalization 
under the FTA will likely have little 
effect on the U.S. economy, industry 
and consumers because U.S. imports of 
most goods from Oman already enter 
duty-free or at low duty rates. Tariff 
liberalization will likely have a greater 
effect on U.S. imports of apparel from 
Oman, albeit from a small and dimin-
ished 2005 base. As such, the expected 
increase in U.S. apparel imports from 
Oman will be small in absolute value 
and quantity terms. In addition, the re-
sulting increased annual levels of U.S. 
apparel imports from Oman will likely 
remain below the 2004 level of U.S. ap-
parel imports from Oman. Most of the 
expected growth in U.S. apparel im-
ports from Oman will likely displace 
U.S. apparel imports from other coun-
tries rather than domestic production. 

Continuing, the FTA will likely in-
crease export opportunities for U.S. 
firms when Oman immediately re-
moves its uniform tariff of 5 percent ad 
valorem on U.S. goods and as it phases 
out its other tariffs on U.S. goods. The 
5 percent tariff applied to 91 percent of 
U.S. exports to Oman in 2004. These ex-
ports consist mostly of machinery, 

transportation equipment, and meas-
uring instruments. The FTA will also 
likely increase opportunities for U.S. 
providers of services through improved 
market access and greater regulatory 
transparency. For example, the FTA 
will liberalize provisions affecting 
trade in insurance services as well as 
banking and securities services such as 
asset management services. 

So I think the point here, Mr. Speak-
er, is that this is a great opportunity 
for us, not a great threat, but is also an 
opportunity, I think, for closer eco-
nomic engagements in the Middle East. 

With that, I would like to yield to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. 
RYAN, who is cochairman of our cau-
cus, for such time as he may consume. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. I just want to 
congratulate the gentleman for all his 
leadership on this issue. And I too want 
to come to the floor of the House of 
Representatives to talk about how im-
portant this Oman trade agreement 
really is and how it fits in the whole 
scheme of things with respect to our 
strategy for the Middle East. 

Now, a lot of people are paying atten-
tion to the Middle East. We watched 
over the weekend all of the awful 
things that are happening in Israel and 
southern Lebanon, and we realize that 
if we are to win the war on terror, we 
have to look at a short-term strategy 
and a long-term strategy. And when I 
think about the things we want to ac-
complish with the Middle East and 
with moderate Arab countries, democ-
racy. Democracy and freedom and indi-
vidual rights are the ultimate, the ulti-
mate weapon against terrorism. When 
a young person grows up into a closed 
society with no opportunity to reach 
his or her destiny or his aspirations or 
dreams, they are going to be more sus-
ceptible to the likes of al Qaeda. They 
are going to be more susceptible to 
joining into some kind of a perverted 
ideology that can convince a young 
man or a young woman to strap on a 
suicide belt and go into a pizza parlor 
and blow themselves up. But people 
growing up in free societies, in democ-
racies, are people who have a chance to 
reach their aspirations, to channel 
their energies to better themselves and 
their families. By growing up in a free 
society, that is how we can ultimately 
make sure that our children aren’t 
fighting the war on terror that we are 
fighting, aren’t confronting the kind of 
awful terrorism we are confronting. 

Why does anything that I just said 
have anything to do with the Oman 
trade agreement? Well, here, Mr. 
Speaker, is what it has to do with the 
Oman trade agreement. With these 
trade agreements, we don’t get just 
lower tariffs for corn and soybeans and 
cars and plastics; with these trade 
agreements, we get good government. 
With these trade agreements, we get 
these countries who voluntarily change 
their rules and their laws to be more 
free and open to their own people. By 
engaging in a trade agreement with the 

United States of America, a country in 
the Middle East such as Oman, em-
braces the rule of law, embraces en-
forceable contracts, individual rights. 

Let me just go through a few of the 
things that Oman has agreed to as a 
consequence and as a part of this free 
trade agreement. 

Political reforms. Oman has enacted 
reforms to increase public participa-
tion in government, extending voting 
rights for its consultive council to all 
citizens over the age of 21, and appoint-
ing women to key positions in its gov-
ernment, including the first female 
Ambassador from an Arab country ap-
pointed to serve in the United States. 
Oman is a leader in women’s rights. 
Oman is a leader in suffrage so that 
women are treated more equally in the 
Arab gulf. 

Economic reforms. Oman has enacted 
broad economic reforms to open itself 
to trade and investment and provide 
opportunities to its citizens. In fact, 
the economic freedom of the world 2005 
ranks Oman 17 of 127 countries ana-
lyzed in terms of economic freedom. 
They are the second highest ranking 
among all countries in the proposed 
Middle East free trade area. 

Labor reforms. This is where a lot of 
progress has been made. Oman has uni-
laterally, across all labor laws, through 
decrees and commitments, upgraded 
their labor standards for their workers, 
for their employees, for their citizens 
to at least the ILO core standards. This 
is the strongest labor agreement, trade 
agreement, we have ever had with the 
free trade agreements with the United 
States. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Will 
the gentleman yield for a moment on 
that point? 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I would be 
happy to yield. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Be-
cause the gentleman really was, on the 
floor, our leading not only advocate for 
but expert on the Bahrain FTA, com-
paring this free trade agreement and 
the commitment the government has 
made on top of it at a time certain, to 
the agreement made by Bahrain, how 
does this compare in strength? 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. This exceeds 
the Bahrain agreement because, like 
Bahrain, Oman agreed not only to the 
core ILO, International Labor Organi-
zation standards and worker rights, but 
with the Bahrain agreement, Bahrain 
simply agreed to introduce legislation 
to their Parliament and then try to 
pass the legislation, upgrading their 
labor standards. 

Oman went beyond that. Oman 
agreed to decree, to put these into law. 
So not only, with Bahrain we got the 
promise to propose legislation; in 
Oman we got the law. We got the 
changes. Changes are taking place 
right now as we speak. Some changes 
took place last week. All of the labor 
standard increases will take place by 
October 30 of this year. So the fact is 
with Oman, because of the negotiations 
of the free trade agreement, we are ris-
ing the tide of worker rights. We are 
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rising the quality and openness of this 
society. We are looking at an ally who 
has been a tremendous ally in the war 
on terror. They have ended their Israeli 
boycotts. They have opened up and are 
opening up trade with Israel. They are 
giving women unprecedented rights 
relative to other Arab countries. And 
all of this is being done because of 
trade agreements. 

We didn’t send a division of soldiers 
to Oman. We didn’t parachute the 82nd 
Airborne into Oman. We didn’t fire a 
bullet. We didn’t put a boot on the 
ground. We engaged in trade negotia-
tions and trade agreements, and this 
democratization, this openness, this 
free economic model, is being embraced 
by the Omanis because of these trade 
agreements. 

So what we are accomplishing here is 
the single most important aspect of 
our war on terror, the single most im-
portant aspect of making sure that our 
children are safe from a world of terror 
when they reach our age group, when 
they come of age; and that is, making 
the Middle East more free, more demo-
cratic, more open, so that young people 
growing up in these countries will have 
opportunities to pursue their dreams, 
to pursue their aspirations, to deter-
mine the direction of their own lives. 

That, in a nutshell is why these 
agreements are so important in the 
Middle East. That is why this par-
ticular agreement with Oman is so im-
portant to pass because of all of the 
wonderful things they are doing to help 
their own countrymen, to open up their 
society, to liberalize their economy, to 
give people individual rights in their 
economy so they can reach those 
dreams, all with an agreement that is 
in our best interest economically. 

It is good for our jobs. We will sell 
more of American-made equipment. We 
will sell more American-made agricul-
tural products. We will get more jobs 
out of the deal, and they will get closer 
to a much more open society. That, Mr. 
Speaker, is what I call a win-win situa-
tion. That is why I think it is so impor-
tant that we take all of these wonder-
ful reforms that they have enacted and 
pass the rest of these into law by im-
plementing this Oman Free Trade 
Agreement, because it is good for 
Omanis, it is good for Americans, and 
it is, most importantly, good for keep-
ing democracy alive in the Middle 
East, keeping freedom alive, and keep-
ing terrorism at bay. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Will 
the gentleman yield again? 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I would be 
happy to. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. On 
that point, I think it is important that 
the listeners and our colleagues under-
stand some of the labor standards that 
are being implemented here. We are 
talking about a commitment by Oman 
to strengthen collective bargaining 
laws, to protect the right to strike, to 
ensure the reinstatement of wrongly 
dismissed workers, to allow multiple 
union federations, to ensure adequate 

penalties for antiunion discrimination, 
to end the government involvement in 
union activity and to do things like 
strengthen efforts against child labor 
that have been such a blight in that re-
gion. 

Oman, at a stroke, is taking a real 
leadership role in moving forward in 
this area that is going to set this up as 
a modernizing government and as a 
modernizing society that really is 
going to be a good example in the re-
gion. And I wonder if the gentleman 
agrees with me that this breakthrough 
by Oman is something not only impor-
tant for us to sustain in terms of our 
economic opportunities, but also, I 
think, fulfills part of our role as a lib-
eralizing force in the world and setting 
the right sort of example in the Middle 
East. 

b 2045 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I will. And if 
the gentleman will yield, I just want to 
read a quote from the 9/11 Commission 
report which talked about these FTAs, 
and the 9/11 Commission which re-
vealed what should America do to win 
the war on terrorism to make Ameri-
cans safer again. They said a ‘‘com-
prehensive U.S. strategy should include 
economic policies that encourage de-
velopment, more open societies and op-
portunities for people to improve the 
lives of their families and enhance the 
prospects of their children.’’ That is 
why we should engage in these FTAs, 
these free trade agreements in the Mid-
dle East. 

This new breakthrough from Oman 
on all these higher labor standards 
that they are raising is precedent set-
ting. It does encourage its neighbors 
just like Bahrain is now engaging in. It 
encourages their neighbors to increase 
not only their standards of labor for 
their citizens but to increase their citi-
zens’ access to prosperity, access to op-
portunity, access to bettering their 
lives for themselves. That is what is 
accomplished by seeing this dialogue 
take place. That is what is accom-
plished when we as Americans engage 
in mutual economic agreements like 
this. 

The thing that also impresses me 
with the Oman Free Trade Agreement, 
just like we had with Bahrain and Mo-
rocco and others, is our governments 
are getting to know each other much 
better. Because we are involved in a 
global war on terrorism, it inevitably 
involves a strong level of dialogue be-
tween the United States Government 
and the United States Congress and the 
governments and the leaders of those 
countries. But what we are lacking is 
human-to-human interaction, people- 
to-people interaction, understanding of 
the American people, of the citizens of 
Oman, the citizens of Bahrain, the citi-
zens of Middle Eastern countries. 

That is what trade accomplishes. 
Trade brings people together. Trade 
brings people into engaging in mutu-
ally beneficial endeavors, the people of 
America, farmers, manufacturers. We 

make tractors, Case Construction 
Equipment in Racine, Wisconsin. We 
sell cheese. We grow corn and soy-
beans, General Motors cars. We want 
our people to go to these countries and 
understand them, know them, sell 
them their products and have people- 
to-people interaction. And if we have 
people-to-people interaction through 
trade, through business agreements, 
through business arrangements, then 
we have better understanding of one 
another. And better understanding of 
one another, better friendships will 
bridge the gaps between cultures. That 
will help us fundamentally understand 
what is going on in the Middle East, 
and it will help them understand us. 

My biggest fear is that people in the 
Arab world, they call it the infamous 
‘‘Arab Street,’’ that they will look at 
al Jazeera or VH1 or some distorted 
lens of what Americans stand for, of 
who Americans are, of what American 
culture is, and that is how they will 
frame their opinions. That is not what 
I want them to think America is all 
about. What I hope people in the Arab 
world think America is all about is by 
meeting an American, is by meeting 
somebody from America who can en-
gage in an agreement of mutual eco-
nomic behavior, who can engage in 
trade, who can sell corn and soybeans 
and things like that. 

That is how we help bridge this gap, 
bring understanding of each other, and 
work together to fighting the war on 
terror. By bringing moderate Muslim 
countries in allegiance with us and 
growing our alliances and growing our 
strategic allies, we will help defeat the 
terrorists. The minority of Islamic fun-
damentalists in this part of the world 
that seek to do them and us harm, we 
can work together and defeat that. And 
what the best consequence of it at the 
end of the day is people become more 
prosperous. There are more jobs cre-
ated at both sides of the ocean, both 
sides of the equation. 

That is why I think this is such an 
important trade agreement, and that is 
why this is an important part of our 
continuing efforts to increase ties and 
economic engagement with countries 
in the Middle East. And this is, of all 
things, one of the most successful for-
eign-policy tools we have at our dis-
posal, and it is a sign of respect. It 
shows these countries, Oman in par-
ticular, that we respect them. We re-
spect their people. We respect their 
leaders. We respect the reforms that 
they are implementing to give their 
people more freedom. That is a sign of 
respect, and I think with respect you 
get better understanding, better allies, 
and better strategic alliances, and that 
is all to the good. 

I just want to thank the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for having this hour 
to discuss this. We will be voting on 
this in a couple of days, and this is yet 
again a very, very important piece of 
our foreign policy and our economic 
policy to create more jobs here and to 
make us more safe. And I just want to 
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thank the gentleman for having this 
discussion tonight. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank the gen-
tleman for coming forward and so viv-
idly presenting on the floor a positive 
vision of how we can engage the Middle 
East, how we can help them create op-
portunities, and how we can offer a 
positive agenda for fighting 
Islamofascism by getting at its root 
causes, by creating economic opportu-
nities for young Arab men, by creating 
economic opportunities for these com-
munities at a time when, in lieu of 
those opportunities, increasingly they 
turn to a dark vision of the world. 

I think tonight, as the skies are lit 
up in Lebanon and over Israel, it is im-
portant for us to be able to offer a dif-
ferent approach for engaging those 
countries and for ultimately bringing 
them into the economic mainstream. I 
thank the gentleman for his extraor-
dinary remarks. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. If the gen-
tleman will yield further. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. I will 
yield, and I believe we have another 
speaker as well. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I think it is 
important to note the bipartisan na-
ture of these agreements in the past. 
We had the best vote count of this ses-
sion of Congress on a trade agreement 
in the last Bahraini Free Trade Agree-
ment. We passed with large bipartisan 
votes the Moroccan Free Trade Agree-
ment. We passed with great bipartisan 
votes the Jordanian Free Trade Agree-
ment. The Oman Free Trade Agree-
ment already passed with a very large 
bipartisan vote in the other body, the 
Senate. 

We, hopefully, will continue to pass 
these things with good bipartisan 
agreements because in this sense it is 
very important that as we go overseas 
on an issue that is so important that 
we speak with one voice, as Democrats 
and as Republicans, that we make 
these bipartisan. And I am very pleased 
with the fact that Congress has for 
large measure treated these important 
Middle East free trade agreements on a 
bipartisan basis. Our caucus includes 
three Republican cochairmen and three 
Democrat cochairmen. So I do believe 
that we will see support from the other 
side of the aisle. I do not know how big 
it will be, but it is very important that 
we speak with one voice, saying it is 
not just the Republicans who want to 
do this, it is not just the Democrats. It 
is that the Americans want to engage 
in trade with the Middle East countries 
we are talking about. We want to sup-
port their efforts to modernize, their 
efforts to open, to liberalize their 
economies. And that to me is a very 
important signal. 

I see that we have been joined by the 
gentlewoman from Connecticut. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I am most grateful and de-
lighted that a strong advocate of trade 
and fair trade has joined us tonight to 
speak out on the Oman Free Trade 
Agreement. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Mrs. JOHNSON) on this point. 

Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for yielding. 

And I am delighted to be here on the 
floor with two of my colleagues who 
have been tremendous advocates of this 
free trade agreement and of the con-
cept of free trade, the principle of free 
trade internationally and in our coun-
try. 

I want to make two general points. I 
am sorry that I wasn’t able to be here 
earlier, and I do not want to repeat 
what my colleagues have said. But 
there are two important overall points 
that I want to make that, even if you 
have made them, are worth thinking 
again about. 

First is why free trade is important. 
Retirees simply do not, by definition, 
buy enough consumer goods to drive an 
economy our size. We are accustomed 
to a standard of living that is, frankly, 
the highest in the world. Our children 
expect to grow up and participate as 
adults in an economy that is thriving, 
in well-paying jobs that can provide 
them with a standard of living that my 
generation has enjoyed. Yet as the 
number of retirees explodes and the 
number of young people in the work-
force contracts, our own Nation cannot 
provide the demand for goods that can 
produce the overall gross national 
product that will assure the standard 
of living we are accustomed to. So fu-
ture generations are going to be more 
dependent on trade than we have been, 
and we must open markets for their 
goods. 

The American population will not be 
able to buy the amount of stuff that 
would drive an economy that can 
produce the standard of living that we 
have enjoyed. So if we do not have con-
sumers around the world, and, remem-
ber, the great majority of consumers 
are outside the United States, if we do 
not cultivate them, if they do not open 
their markets to our products, then we 
cannot sustain the level of economic 
well-being, the standard of living to 
which we have been accustomed, and 
we thereby disadvantage our children. 

This small agreement with one small 
country will allow consumer and indus-
trial goods to enter that country 100 
percent duty free. One hundred percent 
duty free. And agricultural products 
will enter 87 percent duty free and over 
10 years reach 100 percent duty free. 
This is a small market, but we are 
making these agreements with country 
after country after country. And most 
startling, our exports are growing most 
rapidly and the majority of our growth 
in export goods is with those countries 
that we have negotiated trade agree-
ments with. Now, that stands to reason 
because if you sell your goods into a 
country where there is no duty, they 
are going to do better than if you sell 
them into a country where there is a 20 
percent, 30 percent, 40 percent, 50 per-
cent duty that pushes that price right 
up. 

So in the big picture, our children, 
our grandchildren cannot do well un-
less we lay the foundation by opening 
markets for American products all 
across the world. So our economic well- 
being depends on free trade agree-
ments. Those free trade agreements, 
and the gentlemen here on the floor 
with me tonight have been strong ad-
vocates of fair trade agreements, these 
free trade agreements address labor 
standards, environmental standards. 
We are the only Nation in the whole 
world that pushes those issues in the 
negotiation of trade agreements with 
other countries, and we are reaching 
new standards as we move forward and 
gain more experience. 

Now we do not just require labor 
standards. We help nations build insti-
tutions to enforce those standards. So 
we look at do you have a department of 
labor. We look at does the department 
of labor have sufficient staff to enforce 
the law. We look at do the regulations 
take seriously the responsibility of en-
forcement. And we literally help na-
tions not only understand how labor 
standards help them deliver the bene-
fits of world trading to all in their soci-
ety, but we help them understand that 
just having the standards to support 
all their people is not enough. 

You do have to be able to enforce 
those standards. You do have to be able 
to take action against the exploitive 
employer. So these trade agreements 
are good for our kids. They are good for 
peoples of the world. 

And that brings me to my second 
major point. Our security depends on 
agreements like that we have nego-
tiated with Oman. The 9/11 Commission 
report cited our Middle Eastern free 
trade agreements and call for action on 
‘‘a comprehensive U.S. strategy that 
should include economic policies that 
encourage development, more open so-
cieties, and opportunities for people to 
improve the lives of their families and 
enhance the prospects of their chil-
dren’s future.’’ In other words, the 9/11 
report was saying if you do not address 
the causes that are creating terrorism 
and the willingness to be terrorists in 
other societies, you cannot solve the 
problem. 

And I want to just conclude by say-
ing how very impressed I was when 
Ways and Means Committee members a 
little less than 2 years ago made a trip 
to the Middle Eastern nations that 
were interested in trade agreements 
and whose other trading agreements 
were about to expire. 

b 2100 
We knew that they would need to 

think about this in advance carefully. 
We know that participating in trade 

agreements means other countries 
have to modernize their law to meet 
high international standards. We knew 
it would take time, and we wanted to 
be sure to alert these other countries 
to the challenges that lay ahead for 
them in negotiating these free trade 
agreements and to the enormous bene-
fits that would accrue to their people 
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in not only the present but future gen-
erations. 

I must say, I was extremely im-
pressed with the Sultan of Oman. He 
understood exactly what this was going 
to mean to his people. He is one of the 
Middle East leaders who understands 
that oil is a limited resource and he 
must prepare a broader base for eco-
nomic success for his people in his own 
country, and he is doing some of the 
work in the more advanced areas of de-
salinization, thinking about the impor-
tance of water to his people and the de-
mand in the world economy, particu-
larly in the Middle East, for potable 
water. 

He is a very forward-looking man. He 
is very committed to participation in 
the political process by women as well 
as men. He has appointed successful 
women to his top council. They do 
things slightly differently because they 
are coming from a different path, but 
he was very proud to have started 
worker committees. That was his ini-
tiative, because he knows workers have 
to have a better voice. They have to be 
free to talk about the problems, to 
work with management, to work with 
owners for everyone’s success. 

In this agreement, he has moved 
light years ahead, looking at the labor 
laws of other countries, understanding 
what it is going to take to provide the 
kind of support and protection that 
working people need in order for the 
benefits of trade to affect the lives, the 
quality of lives, the hopes and dreams, 
the opportunities of all the people in 
each society. 

So when you look at not only the 
way this agreement opens markets and 
what that means for our people, when 
you look at what this means for our se-
curity as this great friend of ours, for 
over 170 years, and a leader in the re-
gion in economic and governance re-
forms, what they accomplish by mov-
ing forward into new thinking and new 
institutions to modernize their econ-
omy, all embodied in this trade agree-
ment, you know it means not only 
greater prosperity for his country and 
for our country, it means greater peace 
for the world. 

Free trade is about peace and pros-
perity. It must be fair trade. It must 
help all take part in the benefits of the 
trade agreement. 

This is a remarkable agreement, and 
I very much appreciate the two gentle-
men on the floor here, Mr. RYAN of 
Wisconsin and Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsyl-
vania, for their diligent participation 
in all the consultative processes, be-
cause Congress is a part of developing 
these free trade agreements, that make 
these agreements possible. Your knowl-
edge and expertise is truly a great serv-
ice that you have given this country 
and that you have given our friend, 
Oman. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I would simply like to 
thank the gentlelady for her extraor-
dinary and insightful comments in cap-
sulizing the very powerful argument 

for passing this free trade agreement 
and ultimately recognizing the key 
role of Oman in that region. 

I would be happy to yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin if he would like 
to make concluding remarks, and then 
I would like to make a further con-
tribution, with the inspiration of the 
gentlelady from Connecticut. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. I want to draw 
off the inspiration I just received from 
the gentlelady from Connecticut’s 
comments. 

As I listened to her give this excel-
lent overview of not only the benefits 
of these trade agreements, but of this 
one in particular, of all the work that 
the Omanis have gone through to bring 
this up into shape, to increase their 
worker rights, to increase their trans-
parency, to increase their participation 
in women’s rights, I just couldn’t help 
but thinking, What if we don’t pass 
this? What if we say no? What if we 
here in the House of Representatives 
this week say, that is not good enough, 
sorry, no, to the Omanis? 

The Omanis are taking a risk in their 
neighborhood. They are choosing 
whether or not to go down the path of 
the Iranians and the Syrians and oth-
ers like that, or to go down the path of 
openness, of freedom, to be an ally with 
the U.S. in fighting the war on terror 
and giving people freedom. 

What if we say no to that? I just can-
not imagine the consequences of us 
working with this ally of ours, getting 
them to agree to all of these enormous 
amounts of reforms and concessions to 
make this trade agreement work, and 
then only to say no. That, in my opin-
ion, Madam Speaker, would be a trag-
edy. 

It would be a tragic mistake to say 
to this country, this ally, these people 
whom we have the utmost amount of 
respect for, to say, sorry, partisan poli-
tics. It is an election year. Didn’t mean 
to have you as collateral damage, but 
no. That to me would be an outright 
tragedy if that happened. 

So I want to conclude on a high note, 
and that high note is just as we helped 
lift the tide of freedom and economic 
engagement and economic freedom in 
Morocco, in Israel, in Jordan, in Bah-
rain, so too do I think we will do this 
in Oman this week. And all of that is 
going to increase U.S. jobs. Yes, it is 
going to help us sell more products to 
the region. But, most importantly, it is 
going to help the people in these coun-
tries have a better life. It is going to 
help them be more free. And that is 
going to help make sure that my chil-
dren, my kids, who are 4, 3, and 1 year 
old, make sure that they live in a 
peaceful America, that they don’t have 
to fight the fight against terror that 
we are right now engaged in. That is 
what this means to me when I put my 
card in the voting machine and vote on 
this agreement in a couple of days. 

That is why this is so dearly impor-
tant. That is why this is not just your 
rank-and-file trade agreement for 

widgets and corn and dairy or what-
ever. That is why this is an important 
trade agreement. 

I really encourage all of my col-
leagues, put the partisan blinders aside 
for that day and vote with America, 
vote for your kids, vote for good eco-
nomics and vote for freedom in the 
Middle East. 

Madam Speaker, with that, I would 
be happy to conclude and say thank 
you to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. ENGLISH, for all your leader-
ship on this issue. Thank you for 
hosting this discussion tonight. I think 
it has been very helpful. I just look for-
ward to making sure this actually oc-
curs, I think on Thursday when we do 
this. 

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman. 

With that, I want to thank the gen-
tleman again for his leadership on this 
issue, his vision and his commitment 
to building closer ties between the 
United States and the Middle East re-
gion. 

The gentleman raised the very im-
portant question of not only the sub-
stance of the Oman agreement, but 
also its symbolism, because I think 
there will clearly be consequences to 
not passing the Oman FTA, if that 
were to happen in the House. 

Oman, as the gentlelady noted, has 
been a steadfast ally of the United 
States for over 170 years. Oman has 
been a hugely valuable partner on the 
war on terror and has hosted U.S. sol-
diers and permitted the U.S. to use 
Oman as a critical launch site for ongo-
ing operations in Afghanistan. Oman 
has embarked on what is clearly a 
large-scale, if not unprecedented, re-
form effort. 

In terms of labor rights, worker safe-
ty, women’s rights, Oman has shown 
tremendous commitment to improving 
these standards for both Omani work-
ers, as well as the large number of 
expat workers currently working in 
Oman. They have a large number of 
guest workers, and this is part of their 
initiative. 

Reforms in the area of labor have 
been commendable, even exceeding the 
level of commitment made by Bahrain 
as they entered into FTA with us. Were 
the Oman FTA not to receive the sup-
port of a wide majority of Congress, it 
would send tonight absolutely the 
wrong signal, not only to Oman, but to 
the entire Middle East region at a very 
sensitive moment. Passage of the FTA 
is not only in the commercial and po-
litical interests of the United States, it 
is also necessary to support the re-
forms in Oman and to deliver an impor-
tant shot in the arm to stability in the 
Middle East region. 

It is clear that despite turmoil with-
in the Middle East, Oman has risen to 
become a regional leader, improving its 
labor standards, opening its markets 
and being accountable for intellectual 
property rights violations, among oth-
ers. 
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Furthermore, our pact with Oman so-

lidifies the strong U.S.-Oman alliance 
in the global war on terror. We listened 
tonight to the recommendation of the 
9/11 Commission, and also we have the 
March 2006 National Security Strategy 
specifically citing the need to advance 
trade and economic liberalization in 
the Persian Gulf region as a key part of 
a comprehensive U.S. strategy to bol-
ster security, to fight terrorism and to 
oppose Islama-fascism. However, Amer-
ica’s influence in the region has to be 
measured by more than projected mili-
tary might. If we are going to help an-
chor the Middle East in the modern 
world, we clearly must reduce conflict 
in the region by promoting growth and 
opportunity. 

As the gentleman from Wisconsin 
said tonight, the U.S.-Oman FTA is a 
win-win policy that only builds upon 
our country’s goal of strengthening 
economic relations and increasing 
trade, fair trade, with our partners in 
the Middle East. By strengthening our 
ties with the key strategic ally com-
mitted to trade liberalization and eco-
nomic reform, the U.S.-Oman FTA will 
demonstrate to other countries in the 
region the benefits of free and open 
rules-based trade and engagement with 
the United States. 

I hope that come Thursday, my col-
leagues on a bipartisan basis, as the 
gentleman put it, will put aside their 
partisan blinders and consider sup-
porting this trade pact when it reaches 
the floor. A ‘‘yes’’ vote means yet an-
other step on the long road to expand-
ing new economic opportunity for both 
of our regions. 

f 

IRAQ WATCH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
SCHMIDT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 4, 2005, the 
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
LARSON) is recognized for 60 minutes as 
the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, once again we come to the 
floor this evening as part of Iraq 
Watch. We do so this evening with both 
heavy and somber hearts for every-
thing that is going on as we currently 
speak in the Middle East. Our hearts 
especially go out to our great ally 
Israel, as it wards off vicious attacks 
by Hezbollah. Once again, it only un-
derscores the need for us in this body 
to do the kind of oversight and review 
and have the kind of dialogue and dis-
cussion that has been absent on the 
floor of this House and in our respec-
tive committees. 

Madam Speaker, as we have on so 
many of these occasions, we begin this 
evening by once again honoring as well 
those brave men and women who wear 
the uniform of our country. They serve 
this Nation so valiantly. 

Let me also acknowledge so many 
veterans and individuals who have 
played such a key role, especially those 
from the Vietnam era, in under-
standing and helping us recognize that 

it is so important to differentiate be-
tween the warriors and the war. So we 
salute those brave men and women who 
are in harm’s way, who are dealing 
with untenable situations they are con-
fronted with in Iraq. 

I especially want to draw attention 
again to a bill that we have before this 
body that we are still seeking more sig-
natures to, and requesting and asking 
the Speaker and the majority leader to 
bring it to the floor by unanimous con-
sent. 

b 2115 

I do not believe that there is anyone 
in this body that does not understand 
the need for making sure that the Iraqi 
government does not grant amnesty to 
those who kidnap, kill, torture and 
maim American citizens and American 
troops. 

And so I think it is so vitally impor-
tant that this message be sent, espe-
cially as the insurgency only intensi-
fies in the region. Brookings Institute 
and others who have polled find that 47 
percent of the people in Iraq believe 
that it is okay to kill Americans. It is 
time that we send a clear message. 
That is why we come to the floor on 
successive evenings to send a clear 
message to the American public about 
what is transpiring before our eyes. 

We pause, as I said earlier, both in 
somber and peaceful resolution that 
this conflict can be resolved speedily 
and we especially pray for those Ameri-
cans who need to be evacuated from 
harm’s way. 

Madam Speaker, I am joined this 
evening by several of my colleagues 
who have come to this floor on re-
peated occasions to talk about a new 
direction that is needed in the Middle 
East, a new direction that needs to be 
taken by this Congress, a new direction 
that needs to be taken by this Presi-
dent, so we provide an opportunity for 
this great country of ours to once 
again move us forward out of harm’s 
way and into a peaceful resolution to 
what has become consistently a quag-
mire known as Iraq. 

With that, I recognize the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT). 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my friend and colleague from 
Connecticut. It is good to be joined by 
my other colleague from New York 
(Mr. BISHOP) and Chris Van Hollen 
from Maryland. 

Madam Speaker, I would like to 
speak for just a moment regarding 
what is happening in terms of the war 
on terror. We should all be alarmed. We 
see the events of recent days unfolding 
in Lebanon, Israel, in Gaza. And it is 
clear that terrorism is spreading. It is 
not declining. 

I would submit that those events 
were inevitable, the law of unintended 
consequences, if you will, that many of 
us predicted when the resolution that 
authorized the invasion of Iraq came to 
the floor. I dare say that in the Mid-
east today there is an awareness on the 
part of world opinion that the war in 

Iraq has increased the likelihood of 
terrorist attacks around the world. 

A recent poll that was commissioned 
by the BBC, and again, this was a poll 
that was taken in some 35 countries, 
found that 60 percent of the world be-
lieves that the threat of terrorism has 
increased some 60 percent, while only 
12 percent believed that it has declined. 

And the nexus was the war in Iraq, 
and the conduct of the war in Iraq. 
They saw the war in Iraq as an impedi-
ment to the defeat of terrorism. And 
the experts agree. There was a survey 
done of more than 100 individuals with 
extensive foreign policy experience and 
national security backgrounds. 

And what was particularly disturbing 
is that among the experts, 84 percent 
said that the United States was not 
winning the war on terrorism, and 
some 86 percent said that the world 
was becoming more, not less, dan-
gerous in terms of terrorism because of 
our involvement in Iraq. 

This is extremely frightening. And 
let me put forth a premise to you, to 
my colleagues. I would suggest that it 
is not unrelated that we see Hamas and 
Hezbollah asserting themselves today, 
in the past several weeks, because 
there is a growing awareness that the 
United States is bogged down in Iraq, 
and that world opinion in terms of the 
role of the United States in Iraq is 
highly negative. 

And what do we see in terms of the 
new Iraqi government and its relation-
ship with Iran, a sponsor of Hezbollah 
and a sponsor of Hamas? We see ex-
change of diplomats. We see a billion 
dollar line of credit coming from Iran 
to Iraq. We see a military corporation 
agreement between Iran and Iraq. Iran, 
the sponsor of Hezbollah and Hamas. 
That is what we see. That is what we 
are seeing. 

And we are listening to the foreign 
minister, the foreign minister of Iraq 
when asked about the United States 
pressuring Iran to disclose where they 
are in the development of nuclear tech-
nology, to disclose whether any of 
those efforts could be utilized to de-
velop a nuclear bomb, a nuclear weap-
on. 

And the Iraqi foreign minister is say-
ing, do not pressure the Iranians; ac-
cept their word. I mean, what is hap-
pening? Are the American people aware 
of these particular events? And then of 
course at the same time, the forgotten 
war, if you will, the country that har-
bored al Qaeda, that was ruled by a 
radical Islamists sect called the 
Taliban is on the verge of unraveling. 

The Afghan defense minister recently 
made this statement: we need five 
times the number of security forces to 
address the issue of a resurgent 
Taliban. Without them we are in real 
danger of collapse. So everywhere we 
look in terms of the Middle East, we 
see danger and we see danger to Israel, 
we see danger in the entire region. And 
we hear, ‘‘Stay the course.’’ 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, the gentleman makes a great 
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